Joseph and Manasseh but not Ephraim. The few previous attempts to explain this aspect of the list have been unpersuasive.
R. Bauckham observed recently that the list's inclusion of Joseph and his son Manasseh, rather than either just Joseph or his two sons, "is unparalleled and has never been explained. "' This note proposes that Ephraim was excluded from the list as part of a polemic against Pharisees. Two other notable features of the list of twelve tribes in Rev. 7 :4-8 have been accounted for plausibly. These two features also show that the make-up of the list is not merely a random grouping of twelve names, but that it conveys symbolic meaning.
First, also absent from the list is the tribe of Dan. Many commentators attribute this omission to possible associations of Dan with idolatry; idolatry is a major concern in Revelation.2 Second, Judah is placed I The Climax of Pro hecy: Studies on the Book of Revelation (Edinburgh: T. & T.
Clark, 1993) 221. On pages 221-22 in his chapter titled, "The Apocalypse as a Christian War Scroll," Bauckham first dismisses the proposal of an error in copying which would have confused Dan and Manasseh, then he offers two alternate proposals involving a mistaken exegesis by the author of Revelation of either Ezekiel 37 or Numbers 1. Bauckham does not present these with confidence; he begins, "Po.s.ribly..." (his italics). These two proposals are not persuasive, because they involve rcading Joseph in Rev. 7:8 as if intended to mean Ephraim; but it is not clear why the author of Revelation would so misread either of these passages in the manner suggested. Even if that were the case, and he conflated Joseph and Ephraim, the mention of Manasseh in Rev. 7:6 would still be anomalous. Bauckham does provide an excellent survey and bibliography, to which may be added S. 
